BSW SYDNEY 
2 3 JAN 2004 



jNo: 



274295 



Phone +61 -2 6283 2903 
Facsimile +61 -2 6283 7999 
.'ntemet httpyAww^ipaustraria .90v.au 
ABN38H3072 75S 

22 January 2004 



f iniiiafs 



Action 



Date 



Baldwin Shelston Waters 
Level 2] 

60 Margaret Street 

SYDNEY NSW 2000 

YourRef:30121AUP00 

Examiner's report no. 2 on patent application no, 41575/99 

by BRITISH TELECOMMUNICATIONS PUBLIC LIMITED COMPANY 

Last proposed amendment no. 4 
Dear Madam/Sir, 

l^T a ^? > J^ ply ° f 1 5 JanU3iy 2004 10 46 last "P 0 "" M >' is based on «» specification 
as if amended by the statement of proposed amendments filed with that reply and dated thesame I 
have considered it and believe that there are lawful grounds of objection to the application as ' 
proposed to be amended These grounds of objection are: 

'tl^^^f °« jeCt ^ 0n 5 f ° r * e reaSOnS atG2dy ® veTL Your reply indicates that the tariff 

«£. WO97/05749 the carrier performance is included in the routing decision. Given that the 
earner tariffs are known to the call management system of this citation the PSA would consider the 
quality of service parameters to be a workshop equivalent to the carrier performance data (see page 26 
hne 4 o page 33 line 4). Your argument that "letting customer tomunakcalculate neWrS? 
prices themselves based on the current values of quality parameters" is patentably distinct does not 
appear on the balance of probabilities to be persuasive. - not 

cnS 1 SStS) ai]BUineat5 ^ C ° ntemplated fOT new C]akns ° ™ W of other citations (eg. those 

IvfSS^S^ 3 ™ ™^ VCl When fl» following published Australian specification 

AU-A-80503 98 (TEL^^AKTIEBOLAGCTLM ERICSSON) 4 January 1999. ThecStion 

r d6fin6d to *" preSCnt Cl3ias - Mfb<M & citatioYwas published later than 
the pnonty date of the present claim its information has an earlier priority date man the preseS cSn. 

8. Furthermore similar inventive step objections based on new citations • 
US 575 1799 (MORI) 12 May 1998 ' 

Or US 47560 19 (SZYBICKI) 5 July 1988 can be raised against the new claims (especially claim 30). 

T* **? md cited 311 to P«>viding at the consumer terminal 

Ae mformatton to calculate tanfis based on tariff information including current quality parameters- 

Simply put this is merely a policy decision of the network operators not a technical improvement Any 
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You have until 23 January 2004 to overcome all my objections) otherwise your application will 
Srs^ DCed 10 ^ 4 ""^ f ° r teSpaaSe yo««^ after nLn^S^e of 

Yours faithfully, 




DALE E. SWER^^^^ 
Senior Examiner of Patents, Section C4 
Telephone: (02) 6283 2196 
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